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and improved by the trial to which it has been sub-
jected. But besides that (by hypothesis) that was
not B's motive in subjecting him to it, the other
alternative is open, and for aught that B could tell,
A might have yielded to the temptation. I say,
then, that the good effects which sometimes conie
about from evil actions are such as could not be
foreseen, and are exceptional, and even when they
do occur we are unable to say but that greater good
might have resulted from an opposite course of
action, whereas right actions do, as a rule, lead to
visibly beneficial results; and even if we fail to see
them they may very well exist, though they are
hidden from our view.

Hence, when a man is impelled in two directions,
the one towards what he feels to be right, though the
following of it may entail some suffering, or the for-
going of some advantage, the other towards what he
feels to be wrong, there is no occasion that he should
separate the consideration that the path of duty is,
as he believes, that which is best for himself in the
long run from the consideration of its effect upon
mankind as a whole. The whole of the consequences
of his action it is beyond his ken to calculate, but he
may rely upon it that the right course is at any
rate more likely to be for the welfare of mankind
than the opposite course.

Hence the question does not really arise of pitting